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CHAPTER

ItITR0DUCTIOK

The purbose of this report is to document the Appalachian Education

...

.-

I,

Satellite Project's AESia) delivery of a continuing education course titled
- /

"Visual Learning" to 55Aegbhers and other educators_at 10 sites in Appalachia .'

in the Spring of 1977. . In this introductory section, a brief overview of the4

. 1

structure and history of AESP is presented: Anoverview of the Visual Learning

course .i . then presented, including the develOpment of the course; the course
-,

.structure,:and the course content and objectives'. The following sections
yt

document the methodology andlresults,df the evaluation of thg course delivery.

Structure and History'of AESP,

AESP'i goal is to utilize the Capabilities of satellite telecommunica-

tions for the:urOie of providing instructional and informational services

.and resources to all segments of the Appalachian commun.' t. From its

- inception, AESP was a joint venture of the NatinalAeropautics and Space

-Administration (NkSA), the DiNision of Education of theAppaladfiian Regional

Commission (ARC); a Resource Coordinating Center (RCC) located at the

University of Kentucky, ami, Regional Education Service Agencies (RESAs)

located in eight. states - in Appalachia.

NASA provided the communications satellite-technology and hardware

which allowed'AESP to broadcast over the entire Appalachian Region. ARC

was'the'Orime contractor, fiScal agent, and Manager of the project. The RCC

provided academic, evaluation and teleVision expertise\for planning,

producing and broadcasting the courseware and for evaluating the courses

9



4

1

2

and the overall success of the project.- The RESAs operated the local sites

during the implementation of the courses and served- in an administrative

capacityin'the cprdinatiOn of local resources.

During its initial phase (1973-1975), AESP delivered four graduate

credit continuing education courses -7 two each in reading and career educa-

tion,-- to approximately 106 Appalachian teachers and eduCators. Foll6wing

this successful experimental effort, AESP entered a planning phase (1975-1976)

which resulted in the identification\of a diversity of programming needs

throughout Appalachia and the identification of high quality programming to

meet those needs. (See AESP Technical Reports 13 and 14 for a report of'

AESP's needs assessment results.) AESP's present plan is to expand/the,number

of l'eseiving sites, the types ofdaudience, the fof.malof delivery, and the

i,nnqvative uses of satellite technology.

Course Overview -

As apart of AESP's 1977 Spring delivery phase, a Ine hour graduate

0
course, "4/isual Learning;" was delivered to 55 teachers and other educators

at 10 Appalachian sites. The televised programs and related actiyittes.which
.:-----\

.. .

comprise "Visual Learning" focus on assisting teachers-to make more practical:
.

use of television in their classrooms. This involves. a basic understanding

of the proper use,of equipment, knowledge of the availability of local and

national programming resources, and an examination of attitudes and motiva-

tions With regard to the use of television in the classroom.

Course Development

The core of the Visual Learning course consisted,of five videotap6s

and printed guides to)eccompanY each tape Which were' produded by the,New

I
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York State Education Department's Bureau of Educqtional Communications in

cooperation with the New York StateAppalachian BOCES Consortium and funded

by the Appalachia Regional .Commissidr. _In order to supplement the viojeo-

tapes,and booklets, AESP developed ancillary activities to accompany each
't

tape and produced two live semi rs during the course delivery.

Course developmedt'was base n,a formative evaluation study conducted

by AESP's Evaluation Component.' A set o objectives and content outlines and

a preliminary plan for ancillary activities were-developed at AESP. AESP .-

1 ,

, t

-Site.Directors selected 25 media-specialists and educators thrOughout Appalachia.

to review the objectives aridcontent outlines and the ancillary materials,. Two
4

evaluation instruments were used to obtain the reviewers reactions: External

Review of Objectives and Content Outline and Rating Scale for Ancillary

Activities (copies of thdse instruments can be foun* d in AppeAdix 1).

*ft,

Seventeen of the reviewers completed and returned. the evaluation forms

for a'return rate of68%.-. The frequncy of return-by geographical area was:

Location Frequency

New York 6
Maryland 4

Virginia. 3

Tennessee - 0
Alabama 4

. .,
.

There were 7 maledand 8 female reviewers; 2 'reviewers did not respond to this

.1 .

,item The occupations of reviewers were as follows:

. Occupation frequency

Media specialist 7

Teacher. . 2
Principal I

Librarian % 1

Producer-writer 1

No response 5
...

The reviewers were associated with.12 different institutions of learning.

4
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All'of the revisions for Visual Learning occurred with the objectives

and ancillary materials, as the videotapes and booklet's had a fixed format

and sequence. In ,general, the ancillary materials were positively reviewed.

The reviewers made the following comments:

, "The ancillary activities are'more meaningful than the tapes.'

"They arevery thorough."

"They-are impressive."
,

, i 1 : --
"Ancillary activities are the best part of'theprogram. They

- complement the tapes quite well."
. ,

,

One of the most frequently used techniques in,the ancillary Materials' ,---

Was on-site discussion among the participants. Although the reviewers

recognized the benefit of such intera'ction,they.,did recommend that a,greater

variety of activities bp included. This goal was achieved by having te achers *if
pall their students, hAle debates, develop discussion topics, Use TV and-

film catalogs, write lessoplans, have "hands-on" 'use of videocassette

'players when,lotal'equipment.was avail-able,'simulate alschool board meeting,

4
and, of course, watch and critique,TV programs. More actual production was

suggested, buithis was impossible due to, lack of A`topic re-

commended for discussion was the effect t-of TV on children and the PTA's'

stand on violence. This was achieved through the ar4cles:: "What TV does

,

to Kids," and "Screening TV for Uncritical Young Eyes." Also, CATi-and
...

Educational TV were suggested as discussion topics. Not only were they

discussed, but partitipants had to watcheducational TV programs and evaluate-

them and 'had to use local education television- catalogues- It was suggested

that participants' view a production in gogress,.but due to%the,geographic

,--
d

I

-isolation:of some sites, this would have been impossible.

12
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. For session one's. debate topic, "Is televisionan educational tool ? ";

it was suggested that participants be able to back -up their arguments with

4
sdecific'examples. The polling -they did With their students ccomplished

this goal. It was also recommended that teachers. ap0y the course to their
w

,

specific situations. Teachers-utilizedVitual Learning,materials or concepts

by polling their studentt, watching their favorite programt, developing

topics for discussion for their classes, doing lesson plaps, choosing

programs from the Educational TV guides for their,classet,'and finding out

about local' eqUipment andikesources.*

Another recommendatio lwas to provide more materials. These materials

1'

included other catalogues and guides as well as reading seleCtions. The

( Teacher's Guides to Televf'sion: ITVcatalog,,Free Film patalogs,,,and local
,

. .
.

'
educational televisioD guides were

.

provided to enable teachers to learn more
..,

, , , ,
. .

about different programs. Numerous reading selections were also added to .

the *course. In addition a bibliography was provided listing additional

materials and organizations,
(.4

. A few reviewers felt that an enthusiastic.instructor (site monitor)

was necessary. It was also recommended that the street interviews:be de-
. .

leted front the tapesbut this was impossible to do. Finally, one reviewer

stiggested the course should be made longer and offered for more than one

credit hour.
at.

Course Structure

ti

7,0i-q.iiesents the structure of the Visual Le'arnin6 course as it

was delivered in the Spring of 1977. -The-mamOr-components of the course

con fisted ?of ,preprogram reauttngsi:in -cl ass Ancillary activities, 1 ow-up
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TABLE 1

STRUCTURE 0, THE VISUAL LEARNING COURSE
. . .

.Date

4/28/77

5/05/77

5/12/77

,4/04/77 Organization, Student Registration 'and pretest ,

4/14/77 1 . Ancillary Activities
,

Introductory PrograM . .

Program 1: 'Towards Visual Learning

Ancillary Activities',
.

'Program 2: The Many Faces of Television
Seminar 1

, *

4/21/77 - 2

Session Number Content

3

4

5

Ancillary Activities ,

Program 3: TeleVision in the Classroom

Ancillary Activities
Program 4: The Mechanics of Television

Ancillary ActiVitie
Program 5: Program Acquisition
Seminar 2,
Final Examination

activities, videotapes, and live seminars. The in-class ancillary activities

aribbliow-up activities were designed to provide"Course participants wtth

the opportunity to apply many of the concepts learned in the course. The

'live seminars allowed the paft1cfpants an cipportunity.toesk_questions of

media, experts and other educators ana receive their answers in "real" time

via satellite. A list of the panel member for eachfsemtnat' is included in

Abpendix 2.f // /
/ j

The objectives for each session of Visual Learning were as follows:.

April la-- Session One Objectives
4

1. The participants will investigate the rationale for
visual learning (i.e., the Power and influence
television has in today's culture.)

14
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2. The-participants will explore the capabilities of
television as a medium of instruction; for example,
measuring reading speed', demonstrating life-saving

i'techiliques, teaching reading, etc.

3. The participants will assess their own and their..
students' attitudes toward television and compare
.thesd attitudes with those expressed in the Newsweek

April 21 - Session- Two-Objectives

1. The participants will examine their own and other's
attitudes toward television as a medium of instruction.

2. Participants will,be introduced to the perspectiVes
, and _viewpoints of television professiondls in

different areas and the assets and limitations of
television in these areas.

3. Participants Will increase their critical awareness,
of television programming.

4. Participants will be introduced to printed resource'.
,materials and catalogues for commercial and educational.

.

television and for 'free materials..

5. Participants will become aware of how a particular
program'utilizes the TY medium and critically
evaluate instructional and educational television.

April 28 - Session Three Objectives

e."

1. The participants will learn basic steps for incorpo-
rating television into their teaching (i.e.., class-
room setup, program preparation, during prograM
.activity, and follow-up.) ,

Z. The participants will be able to make the guidelines,
for television utilization applicable to their
specific teaching need and situations through f

performing the-learning activities connectedwith'the
,program..

3. The participants will be,abIe to write lessons plans
which utilize television.

1'

,

`,
4. Participants will recognize the importance of setting
- 'up an-appropriate environment in orderto make the

television program most` effective.

15
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May 5 - Session Four Obj ectives
..

1. Participants will be able to operate a video-
cassette player.

2. Participants will be able-toe operate a color
television set.

3. Participants will develop a positive attitude
toward their ability to operate -A videocassette*
player and color television set.

May 12 Session Five Objectives

A
1. Participants will be able to: cite examples of good'

videotape use by teachers. ' i.

2. Participants will develop a more positive and broader
opinion of the way videotape might'be used in the
classroom.

3. Participants wilibe able to formulate argumerits
why media such as television and videocassettes
are beneficial in the school environment.

4. Participants will.be able to work out individual'
concerning implementation of TV and video-

cassettes in their classroom by discussing their
situations with local experts in media instruction.

/ V



CHAPTER, II

METHOD
0

Participants

The participants consisted of 55 teachers and other educators at 10

sites, in Appalachia. The background characteristics of the)part cipants.are'.

presented in Table:2. Figure 1 depicts the geographical locati n of the

10 receiving sites.

a

Instruments

Seven different instruments were used to evaluate diffe ent aspects

of the course. -These were: Visual Learning Pre- and Post estli, Combined

,.
I

Attitude and Background Questionnaire for Vi'sual Learning, ttitude Question-

naire (posttest),'Instructional Activities Rating Form, Eq ijament Report. and

Student Satisfaction Form, and the AESP Trouble 'Log. Thee forms are included
. ,

in Appendix 3., with the exception of the cognitive pre- and posttests.

Achievement Tests
.

,

Prior to the first class meeting, a cognitive pretest which.consisted

of 30 multiple choice items, was administered. The items were written to

correspond to the course objective's.. Five weeks later, the same 30 item

test was administered on the last,day of class to measure the learning that

occurred as a result of partteipating in the course.

_1

\
s3 s.

1 ('

.
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;ABLE 2

FREQUENCY OF BACKGROUND CHARACTERISTICS FOR VISUAL LEARNING COURSE PARTICIPANTS

Characterisiics

Location

'lluasvillw, AL
RainsVille, AL
LaFollette, TN
Norton, .VA

Boone, NC
Cumberland, MD
McHenry, MD
Fred6nia, NY
Olean, NY
JEdinboro, PA

% *Sex

Male
Femle,

.r

Type of community in which working

Rural

Subur an
Urba
No r sponse

Age

21 - 30

31,- 40 -.-

41 -'50
'51 - 60

No response

PoitiOn during 1976-77 acadeMic year

Classroom teacher
Librartv
Aedja.,specialist

.0ther

Frequency

5-

2

4

4

. 3

10.

15

5

4

3

15

37

32

9

3,

J .

24 .

11

11 '

5

1

;1.4 dr

4y.

36

4
3 its

9

*taCkgroun6information is unavailable for three of the participants

4
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TABLE 2. -- CONTINUED

Characteristics Frequency

Grade level taught (or.worked with)

Elementary - all grades
1 - 3
4 - 6.

7 - 9
10 - 12
No response

Length of work experience ih teaching

1 year or less
2 - 4 years
5 - 8 years
§ - 15 years
16 years or *re
No response

Undergraduate grade-point average

less than 2.50
.2.51 - 2.75

2 76 3.25.
3%26 - 3.50
3.51 - 4.00
No response

Graduate grade-point average

7

12

10

10

'10

r 3

.4

10

15

10
11

2

K.
6

11

18

9

6

2

less than 3.00 1

6

4 ,

12
13

No response , 16

3;01 - 3.25 .

,

3.26 - 3.50
3.51 - 2,75
3.76 - 4.00

. Last/ degree completed'
. J

Aigh'school diploma .

Baccalaureate i
: ,Master's degre
/ No response . f-

,
1,,

Purpose of presentCollege enrollmbnt .

;

''.. Baccalaureate degree
. ' Master's degree

16
Enrolled in course to maintain teaching certificacte

Other 4 p

# ,
Not enrolled,
No response .- 19

2

32 ,

17

1

1

8

14
6

21

2
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Attitude. Questionnaire

The attitud4 portion of the questionnaire was administered to parti,

cipants,on a pre-post basis. It consisted of 20 items that were rated on a

5-point Likertscale, with 5 i6icaTing stropgfy agree and 1 indicating

strongly disagree. The purpose of this instrument was to measure participants'

attitudes toward television and-the use of media inthe Classroom.

Factor analysis revealed a unifactoristructure. The first factor ac-

'counted for 67% o1 the total variance and 85% of the-total common variance.

.Loadings for this factor are presented in Table 3. Items having loadings less

than between +.41 and -.41 were deleted for purposes of scoring.. 'Responses

to the 18 items remaining on the scale were added together to provide a single

measure of participants attitudes toward the toncdpts presented in the course.

-Item scores for negatively worded items were reversed for scoring purposes. -

/

Instructionalctivities Rating Form .

This instrument was completed by all of the pirtfcipants after every

class 'session. It was designed to measure the participants' reactions to

each day's activities. The inatrument.wes divided into four parts: Part I
44

conststed'of 15 multiple choicequestions designed Yo measure participant

reaction to the taped TV programs. Part II consisted of 8 multiige-choice

quettions designed to measure participant reaction to the interactive seminars.

this section of the ins4rument was completed Afterthte Seminars which,

occurred during sessiou 2 and 5: Part III Consisted of 14 multiple choice`f

questions' desighedtto measure participant reaction to.the ancillary activities.

Part IV consisted of 8 multiple choice questions designed toiprovide overall.

feedback about the various course'components.

4
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15. After parents, TV has become perhaps the,most potent influence

on ,the beliefs; attitudes, values, and.behaviorof young-people:

16,- For some children, TV may provide more sustenance than their
home lives.

17. Students watch so much television at home that they should not
watch it during' school hours.

18. Distributing TV scripts in adVance.of programs to be broadcast
for teaching reading can advance student's reading skills.

s' 14 .

TABLE3

FACTOR LOADINGS SON ATT tUDE POSTTiST

Item

7

'Loading

1. Cable television can generate d sense of community.

2. Videotapes can be, used to promote se)f-awareness.

.3. , Videocassette players are diffiailt-to use.
0

4. ,Television can teach values.
4

5. Adults should w ,atch certain TV shOws with their children.

a

6. There ts nothing on

7. Students don't read

al TVA* my students shou4 watch.

because theyWatch too much television.

8. 'Television is forcing teathers-t&be more entertaining:

9. There are no programs broadcast during the school day that
could be used in.my classroom..

10.- "People ought to stop criticizing children's TV programs and
commercials. 6

11. TV can beused in reaching students:of all'aees and backgrounds.

12. Curriculum guides (teachers' gulgs for ITV programs) are
helpful. .

13.- TV, and video carrhelp teachers to.indfvidualize their classes. .95
e

.72

.93

.95

.89

-.82

-.42

.31*

.79

14. 'People can learn some things more effectively from a TV than
from a teacher.

19. A teacher should be with students before and after viewing TV
or video.

20. Teachers need not be in their classrooms while their students
are watching a program.

ti

2
*Items deleted for scoring purposes

.92

,.90

.85.

-.82
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Equipment Report-and Student Satisfaction Form

3 This form was completed by the site monitor at tile conclusion of each

class session. It was designed to measure both the technical functioning of4

the equipment and the site monitors' perception of studeht reaction to the

course components.

AESP'TroubTe Log

This formwas completed by the site monitor only on those occasions

when a failure occurred with non-satellite equipment. If a failure occurred,

with satellite equipment, site monitors were instructed to call the Engineering

Service Center who would then keep a Tecord.of such:failures.

MIN

2-3

.04

r,



CHAPTER III
$ .

RESULTS

. How were students' learning and attitudes affected? Carr

- A per- to posttest gain was used as the basis for analysis to ascertain

the amount participants had:learned,and the amount of .attitude change as a

result of the cotr§e. The percentage correct of the 30 item cognitive pre-

and posttests and the average rating on the 5-point scale on the 18 item

attitude pre- anepotttests were used for the analysis.

The analysis of variance design was a 10 site by 2 adenistration7de-

sign.- 'Both attitude ane achieVement were included in the analysis; thereby,

making a multivariate analysis of variance (MANOVA) design appropriate.

Procedures described\by Finn (1968, 1969) for repeated measures designs were

followed.

The results indicated a signficant difference for sites (multivariate

F = 2.15, .0105), for administrations (multivariate F = 17.16, p <.0001),

and for the irOraction.of,sites by administrations (multivariate F = 2.44,

p <.0037). ,The multivariate results 'are reported in Table 4.

The difference for sites and sites by administrdtions occurred only

for the cognitivptest (see Table 5), This is not surprising as the rate

of change from...site to site Varied considerably. The least-amount of change
J

'6

frcith.pretest to posttest was,7a gain .of 3'percentage plyfrits at one site, willle
.-.

. ./- ,..:-...- ......:,,. .

another site gained an averageRrcentage pojnts from pre- to posttest.
-

.

.

'The significant effect for administrifthSOttorre for both the
-

-7-

----to:In-Wye and attitude asures. The univariate and step-downF's for-this

analysis are presented in Table 5. The average attituddkore on the pretest

16

24
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TABLE 4

MULIYARIATE-ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE RESULTS FOR
COGNITIVE AND ATTITUDE PRE- AND POSTTESTS

Source.

.

df Multivariate F P-<

Between Subjects

Al°
Sites' -18,82 *. 2.15 .0105

Within Subjects
.

Administrations 2,39 17.16. .0001

-Sites by Administrations 18,78 2.44' .0037

TABLE 5

AUNIVARIATE AND STEP-DOWN F's FOR VISUAL LEARNING,
COGNITIVE AND'ATTITUDE-PRE- AND POSTTESTS

Source SUrtivariate .p< Stepdown F p<

Site

Attiude. ,\ .91 ,.52 .91

Cognitive 3.78 .00,15 .3e7a °

Administrations
%.\

Attitude 25.07

Cognitive 7.18

Sites by Administrations

Attitudes 1.50

-Cognitive 3.87

'.18 i

.' .0014

.52

.0019

25.07 1'0001

6.07 .0183

,,

1.50 , '.18

3.5f ', .0026

. ( 25

I
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was 4.07; this decreased significantly on the posttest to 3%87. The average
.

.

score on the cognitive pretest was 59.70; this increased significantly tot.

75,13'on the posttest. Therefore,.the course had the effect of lowering.

°participants' attitudes toward visual learning and the use of television -

An the classroom, and ofjncreasing their knoeledge about these concepts.

This lowering of participants' attitudes toward visual learning is a

serious problem. ,Several of the objectives of the course were attitudinal,
wa

designed to improve teachers' attitudes toward 'using media in their class-
,

rpoms and to increase their.awareuss of the power of the. media. The average

ratings for each item on the attftudkquestionnaiA for the pre- and past-

administrations are presented in Table 6. These means.indicate,that after

completing the course, the participant attitudes weremore negative concerning
It

the ability of videotapes to promote self-dWareness, the necessity of adults

to watch television.with their children, the ability of TV to reach students
.

of all ages and backgrpunds, the helpfulness of curriculum guides for ITV

programs, the potency of TV's influence on young people, and the necessity
.

for a teacher to tie with he.r/his students while they are vlatching.a program.

The course was des-fghed to'increase, rather than decrease teachers' attitudes-

toward these condepts.., Therefore, each aspect of the course needs to be

critically scrutinized to determine the reason the participants'< attitudes

were negatiVely affected. This problem is 'discussed further in the following

section about the instruct -Tonal activities used in Visual Learning;

-

. ,

Instructional Activities

How effective were the instructional activities included-in the course?

How might they,be improved? b.
=

26 41

40.
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TABLE.6

AVERAGE RATINGS FOR'THE PRE- AND POST- ATTITUDE QUESTIONNAIRE

item Pretest Pdittest.

1. Cable television can generate a sense of community.. 3.46 3.58

2. Videotapes can be used to promote self-awarehess. 4:81 3.88

3, Videocassette players are difficult to use. 2.11 2.00

4. Television cam teach values. .4.23 3.90

5. Adults should watch certain TV shows with their
children. 4.63 3.88'

6. There is nothing on commercial TV that my-students
should watch. / 1.59 2.10

7. Students don't read well because they watch too much

3.00 2.83television.

8.' There areno programs,broadcast during the school day
1.96 2.39that could be used in my classroom.

9. TV can be used.in reaching students'of all ages and
backgrounds.

10. Curriculum guides (teacher's guides) for ITV programs

1:3:Cr 4.00

are helpful.' - 4.43 3.96

. 11. TV and'video can help teachers' to individualize their
classes. 3.98 3.96

12. People can learn some things more effectively from a
TV than from a teacher. 3.98 3.83

3.83

4

13. After parents, Prbas become perhaps the most potent
influence on the beliefs, attitudes, Values, and 0

behavior of young people. 4.38

14.-'For some children, TV may provide,more sustenance
than their home lives. 4.06

15. Students watch so much television at home tfiat they
should not watch it during school hours. 2.25

'16. Distributing TV scripts in advance of programs to be
. broadcast for teaching reading can advance student's ,

reading Skills. 3.96

17. A teacher should be with students before and after
'viewimp;TV or video. 4.21

18.-,Teachers -need not be in their claisrooms While ,their

4:tudents are watching a program. 1.81,

'3.36

2.42

3.86

3.88

.1.88
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Feedback was collected Concerning participant reaction to the video-

taped programs; live, interactive seminars, ancillary activities, and the
, .

overall course. The participants completed the instructional Activities

Rating Form, and/the site milnitors completed the Equipment Report and Student

'Satisfaction Form. The forms provided separate ratings for each day's

activities, and this information will be useful for course revision. While

differences did apgear-fo'r the individual daily ratings, this report will

'focus on the reactions for the five sessions combined across all'occasions.

This section of the report describes participant reaction to the ideotaped

-.programs, the live, interactive seminars, and ancillary activities, aid the

overall course. - The site monitors' ratings of the videotaped programs,,

seminars, and ancillary activities are presented.in Table 7.

, TABLE 7

SITE MONITORS' RATINGS9F STUDENT SATISFACTION

Rating Taped Program Live Seminar Ancillary Activities

Excellent 1R 13

Very good , 17 ^ "5
, U.

Good 12 ' 2 17

Fair 1 2 3

Poor 1

it

-28
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Videotaped Programs

". Participant reaction to:the videotaped programs was between "very good"

and 'good" (see Table 8). On a scale from 1.to 5 with I representing excellent

and 5 representing poor, the partidipants gave the videotaped programs an

average rating of 2.27. The site.monitors' perceived student satisfaction

to be slightly mare positive.- On-the same 5 -point scale, the average rating

of student satisfaction by the site monitors vds.

The participants' ratings of specific aspects of the videotaped pro-

graMs supported this generally positive reaction. They indicated that the

Presenter was quite acceptable'(the presenter-was TV-celebrity Mr. Gene,

Shallit). Overall, the majority of the participants (77%) felt the theoretical

aspects of each topic'were adequately covered. While 64% of the participants

th011ight an adequate amount'of time was spent diScussing procedures for using

the materials, 34% felt .that more time should have been spent on this topic.

This same concept was expressed by 47% of the participants who felt more time

should have been spent showing more actual applications of techniques in the

classroom (46% felt program coverage-was adequate on this topic).

When asked what effect the information contained in the programs would

have on their teaching, the participants reacted as follows: Forty-seven

percent said they planriteeo use the inf=ormation' And an additional 7% 'said

they were already using such information. Twenty -five percent said they

would like to use it but O'robabbiwould not be.afile to. Fourteen percent

responded that such information had little or no relevance for their teaching

situations. This *may-be the result of a lack of accessibility to instructional

television or outer media in the schools.

29
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TABLE 8

PART I. VISUAL LEARNING VIDEOTAPES

Item Content

1. The presenter's discussion of the material was:

a) excellent
-.), b) very good -.-

c) good
d) fair 4

e) poor

, .

2. The interviews of experts.or practitioners were:

a) excellent.
b) very good
c) good
d) fair
e) poor

V

3. Discussion of the theoretical aspects of each -
topic should have covered:

a)- much more time
b) somewhat more time
c) coverage was adequate
d) somewhat less time
e) much less time

Freque cy . Percentage

i

81=
104
57

9

0

.

, 32%

41%
23%
4%
0%

35, 15%
80 34%.

95 4O%
24 10%.

4 2%

5, 2%
42 17%
194. 77%

. 9 - 4%
1 .4%°

19 8%
, 64 26%
'158 . 64%

2%

2 1%.

44 18%
72 . 29% ,

114 46%.

13 5%

6 2%

4. Discussion of proceOures for using the materialg
should have coverog :

a) much more time, .

b) somewhat more time
c) coverage was adequate

e9somewhat less time 6,

Much less time

5. Examples of.the actual applicatiop of techniques
in the classroom should have covered:

a) much more time ,

b) somewhat more time'
c) cOverage was adequate

1)
somewhat less time
much less time

. .

30
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TABLE 8 --.CONTINUED

Item Content 'Frequency Percehtage

6. The program might have been more effectiVe if
they had covered:

411W

a) less material but.in greater depth
b) less material
c) more material in less depth
d), more material relevant to the Central

issues of the topic
e) program coverage was adequate

0.
7. Which of the following might have_made the

presenter more acceptable:

a). if he spoke more clearly 4

b) if he appeared..more knowledgeable about .

the subject area
c) if he spoke'in:a more natural manner
d) he was quite acceptable

.

8. The program might have been easier to follow
with:

.. ,

a) less background noise
b) more careful organization of content
c) greater amplification of main points'
d) more summary'statements .

4h,

9. What effect do you think information contained,
in the programmill have on Your teaching?

.

. ,

a) has little or no relevance for' me ip my
teaching situation .

-,

b) would like to use but probab) won't be
able to

.

,

c) would like to use but don't understand enough
d), plan, to use ,

e) alreayiknow or am using
,

.

10. The pace of the program should be:

'a) much slower
b) somewhat slower.
,c) pace was satifactOry ,

d) somewhat faster
e) much faster'

_

11. What is your overall evaluation of the TV.program?

a) excellent

i

b . very good

d
c g

foodair
e poor

31

26 . 10%
7 3%

13 5%

35 \ 14%,

170 68%

6 2%

3 1,

6 2%
231 92%

96 43%-
11 5%
62 28%
51 23%

,

34 14%

62 25%

20 8%

116 47% ,

17 ., 7%.

4 2%
22 9%

201 80%
23 9%
2 .8%

.

52 21% '

100 40%
76 30%
22 9%.
0. 0%
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The .bility to use information in one's classroom is one of the most

important cr'tdria. for judging the value of a course. The fact that 46% of

the particip nis indicated that they would be unable to use the lnformaron

- presented the course is'important. This factor may explain why participants'

attitudes w re negatively affected as a result of participating in the course.

It is posii le that the participants were brought to a higher level of

consciousn ss concerning the variables involved in using media in the class-
los

room, and their inability to apply these concepts resulted in a more negative

attitude

In future deliveries of this course, several factors must be considered:

'1) Emphasis of thebroaderapplicability of the visual learning concepts;

2) Emphasis of the identification of local resources to aid in the applica-

tion of visual learning-concepts in thClassroom; 3), Increased sensitivity

' to the/ instructional, activities designed to teach attitudinal objectives.

Live, Interactive Seminars

The partkipants overall reaction to the live; interactive seminars

t

was slightly less positive than their reactions to the videotaped programs

(see Table'). The average rating was 2.48. The first seminar received a
.

higher rating than the second seminar (2.22 compared to 2.74). This is

quite similar to the site monitors' ratings of student satisfaction. The

overall rating for the two seminars was 2.1S, with the first seminar re-.
4

ceiving a rating of .1.50 and the second a rating of 2.88.

The.participants' ratings of specific aspects of the seminar indicated

Apt,

that they were generally satisfied with the panel members and the moderator.

The main source of dissatis. faCtion was frith the quality of the answers re-

32
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TABLE 9 ,,
. .

.

1
.

,

PART II: PARTICIPANT RATING OF LIVE, INTERACTIVE SEMINARS

Item Content

16. Which of the following wouldhaVe made today's
seminar more effective?

a) the, moderator answering the questions
himself without guests

b) use more teachers as guests e

c) use more professors or other experts
as guests .

.d) the seminar participants were fine

17. Which one*of the following formats might help
you think of more meaningful questions to ask?

. .

a) have at the beginning of the seminar a
10 minute summary of course content '
covered since'the last seminar

b) show a 10 minute film with short segments
from previbus programs at the beginning
of the seminar , .

c) show at the beginning of the seminar a
\

short film illustrating several new
classroom demonstrations of the material
covered

d)' have the opportunity to use the whole
seminar for question answering and
discussion rather than spending part of
the program for question stimulation

e) other ,
.

18. The answers to the questions could have been
.

more valuable if there had been:

a) less discussion of theoretical aspects
of the questions ..

b) more frequent use.of specific classroom-
examples. ,.

c) more direct answers to questions
d) less repetition,in the guests' answers

Frequency' Percentage

.

4

18

1.0

71

,..

I

.

4%

17%.

10%
68%

/
,

21 '21%

, 9 9%.,

.

42 42%

26 26%
1 1%

.

.6 6%

. 31 30%
19 -... 18t-

0 0%
e) ,.I 'was very satisfied with the answers I

heard
,

48- , 46% .

...

33
-4 10
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TABLE 9 -- CONTINUED

Item
.

Content

19. . The seminar moderator could have been more
effective if he had:

a) kept the guests on topic better
b)' provided summary statements occasionally
c) allowed each guest equal time to respond

to questions ,

d) kept,the seminar moving at a faster pace
so more. questions could be answered

e) the seminar moderato,' was fine'
i

22. What is your overall evaluation of today's
' seminar?

,a) ,.'excellent ,C

'Iop) very .good .

6) good
d) fair ,

e) poor
*

Frequency Percentage

2

13

10

.

:

2%
12%

9%

15 14% ,

65 62%

19 18%
' 37 36%

29 28%
15 15%
3 3%

4
,

,

ceived to theill. luestions. Forty-seven percent of the participants were

satisfied with te answers they received during the first seminar and 41%

were satisfied during the second seminar. The participants'responses in-
,

dicated that during the first seminar, 12% wanted more directanswers-to

their questions and during the second seminar this rose to It may be

that the content dealt with In the second seminar did not /lend itself to

simple,6direct answers, or perhaps the participants had,higher,expectations

for the second seminar.

Ancillary Activities

The ancillary materials consisted of pre-prograni preparations, in-
.

class activities, and follow-up activities. In addition, a set of reference

.3 4

.



-Ur

27

materials was present in each classroom for the participants to use The

participants' overall rating of the ancillary activities was between "very

good" and "good" (see Table 10): The average rating was a 2.61 on the same
% .7,4.

.5-point scale used to rate the videotapes and -seminars. The site monitors

fated the students' satisfaction with the ancillary mateIals slightly more

positively; they gave the ancillary activities an average-rating of 2.23.

Some of the students' dissatisfaction arose from-the quality and .

quantity of the reading material that was assigned for class preparation.

The participants were asked to respond to the statement, "Too.much reading

material was assigned for class preparation." Thirty-seven percent of the

respondents agreed with 'this statement; 28% responded"neutrally; and 34%

disagreed with the statement. They,wer also asked to react to the qillity

of the readinAg assign,nts-iirespondin to the 'statements, "Preparatory

readings should have been morkrelevant to the ancillary activities." Twenty

one percent agr d with this statement; 47% responded neutrally; and 31%

disagreed with 'the statement:

The anc llary activities that were dompleted in clast were rated

quite faVorabl by the partidipants': They indicated that these activities

were both relev nt to the videotaped programs as as practical and,

applicable to th classroom. The instr ions for the ancillar,,actil/ ies

were clear and th amount of material oveeed in each unit was adeq

ii ,e-participants were also aske to rate the usefulness of he home-

work. Flifty-two percent agreed the hom ork'was.useful; 28% re onded

1

neutralY to this item; and 20% felt it- I-not useful.

, I
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TABLE' 10

.PART III. ANCILLARY ACTIVITIESA .

III:

Item Content - Frequency Percentage

. How often did you use materials from the
'reference shelf,during class time?

Ay very often
b) often
c) occasionally;
d) rarely
e) never

A4 '

25. How much time did you usually spend workingon
the ancillary activities dtring class?

6

47 '20%.

85 36%
38 16%
58 25%

\
.

..

aY- 30 minutes or less 80 33%
b) 45 minutes 75 31%
c) 60 minutes ,. 29. 12%
d) 9Q minutes- 38 16%
e) two hours or more 19 8%1..

.,
.

26. The ancillary activities should have cowed:

) a), much more material 4 2%
b) somewhat more material

,
10 4%

c) material covered was adequate - 193, 79%
d) somewh'at less material - 26 11%
e) much less material 1 . 10 4%

27. Instructions for the ancilla-ry activities
were clear: -

. , ,
. .

A4) strongly agree
1

60 25%
b) moderately agree 109 45%
d) neutril 38 496%
O) moderately disagree 25 10%
e) strongly 'disagree 10 4%

28., Ancillary activities were relevant tb the TV
program:

Ss

- .

a strongly agree - 68 28%
b)- moderately agree 108 ft 45%
cl neutral 49, 20%
d

.

moderately disagree 14 6%
e) strongly disagree ,3-., 1%

i.



TABLE 10 -= CONTINUED

Item. . Content

29. Time allowed for completion Of the ancil1a;j/S,,,

'activities was adequate:

a) strongly agree
b) moderately agree
.c) neutral
d) moderately disagree .

, -e) strongly disagree

. Ancillary activities were practical and
applicable to the classroom:

a) strongly agree
b) moderately agree
c) neutral
d) moderately disagree
e) strongly disagree

31. TOo much reading material was assigned for class
preparation:

a) strongly agree
b) moderately agree

- c) neutral
d) moderately disagree
e) strongly disagree

32. Preparatory readings should have beep more
relevant to the ancillary activities:

a-) strongly agree e,

b) moderately agree
c) neutral
d) moderately disagree
e) -strongly disagree

33.- The materials on the reference shelf-Were not
relevant to the ancillary activities:

a) strongly agree
b) modOately agree

d moderately diiagree
e1neutral

stronglY disagree

37

FrequenZY Percentage*

71 29%

109 45%
40 16%
18 7%

4 2%-

54 22%
99 41%
65 Y 27%
22 , 4 9Z
2 1%

,c

39 16%
52 21%
68 28%
56 23%

28 11% <

- 13 5%

' 39 16%

114 ,47%
51 . 21%
24 10%

8

25 11%
111 ° 49%

52 23%
31 14%
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a) strongly agree
b) moderately agree
c) neutIal
d) moderately disagree
e) strongly disagree

a) yes

b) no

C

TABLE 10 -- CONTINUED

Item Content
, FrequeriCy Percentage

34. The assigned homework was quite useful:

35..What-is yotir overall evaluation of today's
:apcillary ictivities?\_2

a) excellent
I b) very good

c good
d fair

poor

36. Did you feel,there-wete any activities that
were especially innovative or creative in
today's session?

\

30

79

87

43
1

35

90

67
38

10

31

199

13%
33

36%

18%
.4%

13%

85%

15%

37%

28%
16%
4%

The respondents indicated that they occasionally or rarely 'made use

of the reference materials during class.time. Fourteen percent felt the
-/

reference materials were relevant'; 49% responded neutrally to this item;

and 37% did not feel the reference materials were relevant. I*-

Feedback Questions

The pa'rticipants were asked to rate'various course components for the

quantity of useful information they received from each as

traditional instructor-taught course. They used a 5-point

indicating outstanding and 5 indicating 'unacceptable. The

a "4

38

compared to a

scale with 1 '

frequencies of
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A

responses to these items,are presented in Table 11. A rank ordering of the

,Various activities is presented tit Table 12. The,site monitors and video

taped TV programs received ratings between "outstand'i'ng" and "good". The

seminars,-preprograM activities, ancillary activities, follow-up activities,

and reference materials received ratings'Oetween "good" and "average".
. ,

These rangs confirm the results of t e .ratings of the individual activities.

The videotaped programs and seminars were rated quite favorably in the

individual ratings and the follow-up activities and reference materials were

rated less favorably.

Equipment Functioning

How well did the technology involved function?

The videotaped programs and the live, interactive seminars were trans-

mitted frok thf University of Kentucky television studios via the ATS-6

satellite system. Questions for the live, interactive seminars were reported

from thelive main AESP sites-via the ATS-3 satellite system, and for all

.ten AESP sites via teletype and telephone. The site Monitors rated the

quality of the-audio and video signals that were received for each session

by completing,4he Equipment Report and Student Satisfaction Form. The site

participants rated the quality of the audio and the video signals received
. -

by completing two items on the Instructional Activities Rating Form.

Theresults of the Ate monitors' ratings of-the audio and vi'deb

signals for the ATS=6 delivery system are presented in Table 13. The

results of the participants' ratings are presented in Table 14.

39
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TABLE 11

PART IV: FEEDBACK QUESTIONS

a

Item Content ' Frequency Percentagg

38. Pre-prograli preparation compared to work.
usually assi-gned in other classes prior to
covering material in class:

a) outstanding
b) good
c) average
d) poor
e) acceptable

39. Televised, interactive seminars compared to
other seminars- and class discussions:

a)_ outstanding
b) good
0---everage
0 poor'
e) unacceptable'

40. Ancillary activities compared to class activities
associated with_o66 courses:

a) outstanding
good
average

poor
e) unacceptable

41% The Videotaped TV programs compared to lectures
Nally associated with Other courses:

7

al outstanding.
. b) good , , ® -

6 average .

1

, .

od poor
e unacceptable

. :.'
-42. Follow-Up activities and homewbrk assignmpts

compared to similar activities In other 'courses:

.
outstanding

b) good
c average
d poor
e unacceptable'

AN - ilL)

31 / . 13%
110 47%

131- 35% .

3% ,
2 1% ,

33' 19%
68 40%
62 36%
8 5%
1 - 1%

33 14%
38%

102 43%
11 5%
0 0%

A

68 29%
112 48%
51 .22%

5 2%
0 0%

V

24 . 10%
94 40%'
105 45%
8 3%,
3 1%
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TABLE 11 -- CONTINUED

"Item Content Frequency Percentage

43. On site reference materials compared to
materials placed on reserve by other
instructors:

.a) Outstanding
_

. 21 - 9%
b) good- 77 35%
c) Average 104 47%
d) poor , 16 L 7P,
e) unacceptable 4 2%

44. The site monitor as an effective course leader:

a)

b)

A c)

d)

e)

outstanding 69 .30%
good 127 -) ,55%

average 34 ' 15%
poor 0 0%
unacceptable 2. . 1%

TABLE 12

. : RANKORDERING,OF INSTRUCTIONAL COMPONENTS

Instructional Component'
.

Mean.

1. Site monitor

2. Videotaped-TV programs

3. Televhed., interactive seminars
(

4. Pre-pr6gr ,preparation

5. Ancillary activities

6. Follori-up activities

7. Onrsite reference materials

1.87

1.97

2.28

2.31

2.39

2.45

2:57

4.1



TABLE 13'

SITE MONITORS' RATINGS OF THE AUDIO AND VIDEO SIGNALS
RECEIVED VIA ATS -6 SATELLITE SYSTEM

Site

4/14 4/21 4/28 5/05 5/12
Video Audio Video Audio Video Audio Video Audio Video Audio

Huntsville, AL 3x3 ,3x3 5x5
Rainsville, AL 4x4
La Follette, TN 5x5 3x3 5x5
Nort6q, VA 4x4 3x3 4x4
Boone, NC 4x4 3x3 4x4
'Cumberland, MD 5x5 3x3 5x5
McHenry, MD 5x5 3x3 5x5
Fredonia, NY 5x5 3x3 5x5
Olean, NY 5x5 3x3 5x5
Edinboro, PA 4x4 3x3 4x4

3x2 4x4 3x3 5x5
* [3y==za 5x5

3x3 5;6 3x3 5x5
3x3 5x5 3x3 5x5
3x3 5x5 3x3 4x4
3x3 .5x5 3x3 5x5
3x3 5x5 3x3 5x5
3x3 5x5 3x3 5x5
3x3 5x5 3x3 5x5
3x3 5x5 3x3 5x5

3x3 3x3 3x3
3x3 125=:113
3x3 5x5' 3x3
3x3 5x5---3x3
3x3 '5x5 3x3
3x3 5x5 3x3
3x3 5x5 3x3,
.3x3

3x3
3x3 5x5 3x3

Distortion

Video Signal Rating Scale

Noise Objectionablenessand/or Noise Perceptibility Distortion'and/or

1. Picture content impossible to ascertain 1. Extremely annoying
2. Very perceptible distortion and/or noise 2. Very annoying

but picture content ascertainable 3. Definitely annoying
3. Definitely perceptible distortion and/ 4. Sightly annoying 1

or noise 5. Not annoying
4. Barely perceptible distortion and/or

noise
5. Imperceptible-

Audio.Signal Rating Scale

Readability Signal Strength

1. Unreadable . 1. Faint signals or veryweak
2. Readable with difficulty signals
3. Readable with practically no 2. Fair signals

difficulty, or no difficulty 3. Good signals or verAgOod signals,

* 1 indicates an unacceptable signal

4 a
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,TABLE 14 .

PARTICIPANTS' REACTIONS TO TELEVISION RECEPTION

Item Conterit Frequency Percentage

11. In general,,the clarity of the picture on the
V set was:

a) excellent , . , 40' 16%
.

b) very good 86 34%
c) good /2 . 29%
d) fair 36 14%
e), .poor '17 7T

1.2. In general, the quality of the sound received
fromrele TV set wa

i
s:

i

at

a) excellent 43 17%
b) very good 69 -27%

.

c) good 90 36%e

d) fair 31 12%
e) poor 18 7%

The equipment worked at anacceptable levelfor 45 of the 50 possible

occasions (10 sites by 5 deliveries), or with a reliability of 90 %. Three of

.theoccasions when an unacceptable signal was received occurred in Alabama.

The Alabama sites make up the southern fringe of the satellite broadcast

areas and they do not receive a stable signal. The poor signal received

during the fifth session in Fredonia, NY resulted from an attempt to re
*

position the'satellite for better southern reception. This resulted in a

deterioration of the Fredonia site's _signal such that they did not recei

an acceptable' signal for the second half-of the fifth broadcast. *.

AESP will'make two deliveries of each broadcast in the future, one

to the northern sites and one to southern sites, in order to reach the

43
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.4.

fringe areas more effectively. Olean, NY did not receive the fifth program

beCause- the HP receiver at that site was malfunctioning.

The site monitors' average rating of the distortion and /or noise_

perceptibility of the video signal receiyed!14as 47.58, meaning that the noise

was between barely and imperceptib3e.. The average rating o f t he, distortion

and/or noise objectionableness was 4.56, meaning that it was between slightly

and not annoying. The participants rated the video signal received between

"very good" and "good."

The site monitors' average rating of the readability of the audio

received was 2.86, meaning the signal was readable with practically no

diffibulty or very little difficulty. The average rating for the audi9

signal strength was 2.76, Meaning the signal strength was good., The parti-

. cipants rated the audio signal between "very good" and "good."

..

Six of the sites were equi ed to transmit two-way audio via ATS-3.

These ratings are presented in ble 15. This.capabilitywas used during
k.

the seminars for the participants to relay questions to the panelists in the
(

Lexington, KY studio. The reliability of the, functioning of the VHF equip:-r
. ment was only 50%.' Half the sites were unable to transmit queWons via .

.
, .

ATS-3 during the two seminars. five of the sites were equipped with teletype
.

. .

and all of the sites had access to a telephone in order,to submit questions

. to tht_Lexington studio.

. 3 .

4

o
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.
.,. TABLE 15,

SITE MONITORS' RATINGS OF VHF FUNCTIONING
'4 - 4.

6

Location Seminar One Seminar Two

Huntsville

LaFollette

Norton
, .

Cumberland

Fredonia

Lexington

1 x 1

3 x 3

3 x 3

*

P

.

1 x 1

1 x 1

3 x 3

3 x 3

3 x 3

*

t

.

indicates an unaccepta

45
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- CHAPTER IV

SUMMARY'

In the Spring of 1977, the Appalachian Education Sat7llite Project

,

delivered a one hour graduate level course entitled Visual Learning to .

'55 participants in lb sites in Appalachia. The ,course was designed to

assist teachers in applying television in their classrooms, including then

proper use of the equipment, knowledge of the availability of local and

national prodramming resources, and examination.of attitudes and motivations

with - regard to the use of'televisian in the classroom.

The course oonsisted-of 5 videotapes and printed guides produced by

the New YOrk State Education Department's Bureaki of Educational Communications

in cooperation with the New York State Appalachian BOCES Consortium and

funded by the Appalachian Regional Commission. 'Thete:5 tapes and 2 live,'

interactive seminars were broadcast via the ATS-6 satellite system from

the University of Kentucky television studio. In addition, ancillary.ma.

terials were developed at the University of Kentucky to supplement the'

audio-video portion of the'course. These consisted of pre-program activities,

in-class ancillary activities, follow -up activities, and supplementary re-

ference materials.

A multivariate analysis of variance for pre- to posttest gains on the
(

cognitive and attitude tests indicated site and site V administration dif-

ferences for the cognitive test only. Thit means that some of the sites gained

more than others on the cd.gni*eitest from the pre-,to posttest adminis-

trations. The analysis also indicated that the participants made a sig-
.

nificant gain on the cognitive test for pre, to posttest adminiitraons,
3

therefore they were able to learn the desired content.

6
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The analysis°741s;indicated t at the participants' attitudesAkere

negatively affected from pre- to pos est administrations of the attitude

questionnaire. .While the participants' reactionsto the instructional

activities were generally positive, one factor may have adversely affected

their attitudes. Forty-six percent of the participapts reported that they

would be unable to use the information presented in the course. This factor

may have led the participants to express a mare negative attitude toward the
w,

concepts presented in the course.
, . - ,

The participants' attitudes were very positive toward the site monitors

and the videotaped TV programs. Their attitudes toward thee

seminars, pre-program preparations, and ancillary activities were slightly

less positive. The least popular aspects of the course were the follow -up
10

activities and the on-site reference materials.

An acceptable television signal was received 90% of the time: The.

major problem arose from the instability of the signal for the sites on the

southern fringe of the satellite's broadcast area. In the future, AESP plant'

two deliveries - one to southern sites and one to northern sites -

this problem.

Intconclusion, the participants were able to learn the cognttive content

at a satisfactory level. They responded.pcisitively to the learning 4tivities.

The equipment functioned at a satisfactory level, and plans. have been made to

improve the technical aspects of course delivery. The participants' attitudes

were negatively affected, possibly because of their inability,to apply the

concepts in 'their classrooms. Future AESP deliveries should strive to

emphasize a broader applicability of course concepts, the identification of

local resources to facilitate the application of, course concepts, and a greater

sensitivity to-content designed to attain attitudinal objectives.

4i
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AppalachiansEdkation Satellite Program
Resource' Coordinating Center

Evaluation- Component
. 302 Bradley Hall, University of Kentucky

Lexington, Kentucky 40506.

0

,

EXTERNAL REVIEW, OF OBJECTIVES AND CONTENT OUTLINE (EROCO) #03

Please respond to the following areas. You may consider 'this as a guide in
reviewing each objective and its content outline. Since this materlalis in
draft form, please make notes, throughout the document also.

Please return both the Objectives and the Outline.

Topic of Unit:

Reviewer's Name:

Instructions t

Place a check in the'area above the number that reflects'your attitudeloward
the statement directly above. Please comment in the section below.

45A) The. objectives reflect the most important issues for coverage of this topic.

'sl*riglIY

m

''' '".

strongly

diSagree 1 ,

,- .

agree

t.,-. 4 ,: t

1 4. 2',', '3$ .

''` 6 7
4

Comments:

B) The objectives are clears

strongly i ,
I'

strongly
-disagree

I
. agree

Izt . I 1 1 1 I I t

. 1 2 3, 4 5 I 6 -7.
.

4

Comments:

50
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C) The objectives are appropriate for the target audience. .

strongly strongly

disagree -
! /

.
1 I I 1 1-

1 '2 3 4 5 6 7
,

Comments:
.401

D) The objettives and outline try to cover too Tuch material.
..-

strongly
.

strongly
disagree, ak. agree

/ I / I i I I 1

1 '2 3 4 ! 5 6 7

Comments:- (what might be omitted?)

E) The content dutline reflects.a sufficient coverage of the topic.

strongly
disagree

I

1 2 3 4

strongly
agree

4

5' 6 7
8

Comments: (whit additional information might be included?)

IF The outline conveys a logical order forl 'content development.

strongly
disagree

I

2

Comments:

strongly
agree--

I I I / L t

3 4 5 6 7

.

c

o

5i
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G) -The objectives and outline are relevant to the needs of the Appalachian Region.

strbngly
.disagree

1

1 2 3

Comments:

-strongly
agree

4 5 7

H) Do you have any miggestions for sources of information andsuppiementary
materials which might be used for content development?

ma,

I) Do you know of any exemplary media on the topic?

J) Are the approaches identified for this course realistic in terms, of material

and economic support from the local school site?

ea*

.Feel free to make comments throughout the document. Do you have any other general
_ feedback?

Thank you for your help.

JD/Mt/11/9/76

52
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Appalachian Education Satellite Program
Resottrce Coordinating Center-

- Evaluation Component
302 Bradley Hall, University of Kentucky..

Lexington, Kentucky 40506

RATING SCALE ANCILLARY ACTIVITIES (RSAA) #19,

Instructions
or-

Place a check in the area above the number or space that identifies
your attitute toward the statement directly above-. Please feel free

to comment in the space below each item.

Ancillary Activity .

1. Enough information is provided to complete the ancillary activity.

Strongly l Strongly -

Disagree Agree

I . t 4

1 2 3 4 5 6

Comments:
a

2. The ancillary activity complements the unit objectives.

Strongly Strongly

Disagree Agree

4

53



is

46

3. The ancillary activity ne to be broadened so it-covers the. unit

materials more thoroughly.

Strongly Strongly..

Disagree Agree

a

1 2 3 - 4 5

Comments:

4.. The 'directions are difficult' to understand.

6

o.

7-

Strongly Strongly

Disagree , Agra

Comments:

2 ,3 4 5 6 7

5. This particular type of activity. is the most effecti?ie means by which

to pbtain the objectives.

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Agree

.1 _

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Comments:

5.4
A

ti

;
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'6. The ancillary activity is too simplistic.

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Agree

1 2 3 5 6 7

Comments:

7. The student will gain important knowledge from,completing the
ancillary activity.

Stongly- Strongly

Disagree Agree

I .1

1 2 3 4 5 7

'Cormients:

The student will gain important experiehce from completing the
ancillary activity:

Strongly Strongly
Disagree Agree _

#1- '

Comments:

2 3

55

5 6 7
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9. The ancillary activities should be able to be completed in the time

allotted.

Strongly
Disagree

I

Strongly
Agree

eF
Corrments:

4

2 3 4- 5 6 . 7

10. The ancillary activity should appeal to the intended audience.
4

Strongl
DisagrA

(Strongly
Agree

1 3 4 6 7 .

Comments: 1..

0

Any other comments or sdnei-tions on the ancillary activity.
11

4

JD/41/1/7/77

I
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APPENDIX 2

Participants in Visuhl Leartningl Seminars

April 2I. seminar

.Mrs. Dorothy Owen
Radio & ITV Consultant
South Carolina Dept.'of Education

Mr. Harold Hill
Professor of Communication
University of Colorado

Mr. John L. Debes
Educational Consultant.
Eastman Kodak Company

May 12 seminar

Mri. Sandy Welch
Director of Programming
Kentucky Educational Television

Dr. Charles Klasek
Associate Professor of Media
Sothern Illinois University

Ms. Rebecca Mushko
Junior High School teacher,
.Roanoke,.Virginia

I

*.

.1
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Appflachian Education Satellite Progral;1

Resource Coordinating Center

Evaluation Component
302 Bradley Hall, University of Kentucky

Lexington, Kentucky 40506

0

COMBINED* ATTITUDE AND BACKGROUND QUESTIONNAIRE `FOk VISUAL LEARNING #33

This questionnaire is divided into 2 parts. The first part is concerned with your '

attitudes towards television and the second part asks for some background information.

Please answer as truthfully as possible.' Your answers do not affect your grade in

the course, but alsp help ,us to assess, the effectiveness of the course and suggest

improvements.

Be"sure you have an Op-Scan form titled "General Purpose Answer Sheet." Write

ydur name on the upper left-hand corner on the back of the.form: Fill out the

Speecial Codes and Student Number boxes as follows:

s

:904)0W.) 0000,900ed (9 () c.

0,0000()(7.)0(!)00(00(DOC)Q)0
;) (30 (1) CX) (:(7:, 0 C. 0 0 QD

0.11t

MO I YN

L2395G7?9101!?f IS

cf..;

. _Q. (1-0

IV

"901(-)(:''.:"":1(?)(1)'
fli )(*)1 )(7 ori)01C)

. . . .

I. Int)

C,.)(7) (:)C9 (7)0 c.11

%in
I

-1 1 ( 7
t( (

t.) (7, " of

.'0 JI I ) ()CI
" () 3 C.)

o It) ( )

in columns 1`b fill in 330300

in columns 7-10 fill in your
four-digit student number

use a Oft-lead.(#2) pencil to mark the answer sheet -- do not use a pen or

ball-point. If you change your mind or make a mistake, be sure that you erase

completely. Do not make any other marks on the answer sheet.

For each statement in the first part mark:

0
5 - If you strongly agree with the statement
4 - If you moderately agree,
3 - If yOu feel neutral
-2 - If you moderately disagree
1 - If you strongly disagree.

The second Part of the questionnaire asks for background information. The

information obtained is potentially very helpful in conducting the course and

in evaluating its usefulness. Please answer all questions on the form unless

a question does not apply or if you 'cannot remember the information asked for.

This information is kept confidential.
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, Combined Attitude and,Background
Questionnaire for Vis,ual Learning page 2

1. Cable television can generate a sense of community.

2. Videotapes can be used to- promote self - awareness,

3. Videocassette players are difficult to use.

4. Television can teach values.

5. Adults should watch certain TV shows with their.children.

6. There is nothing on commercial TV that my students should watch.

7. Students don't read well because they watch too much television.,

8. Television. is forcing teachers to be more entertaining.

9. )There are no programs'broadcast during the school day that could be used in my

classroom.

10. People ought to stop criticizing children's TV programs and comnerciaW
,

11;--- TV can be used'in reaching 'students of all ages and backgrounds.

12. Curriculum guides (teacher's guides) for ITV-programs are helpful.

w13.. TV and video can help teachers to individualize-their classes.

14. People, can learn some things more effectively from a TV tWan from a teacher.

15. After parents, TV has become perhaps the most pot=ent influence on the beliefs,

attitudes, values, and behavior of young people.

16. For ,some children, TV may provide more sustenancOhan their home lives.

17. Students watch s-o much television at home that they should not watch it

during school hours.

18. Distribiti,ng T.V scripts in advance of'programs to be broadcast for teaching

reading-6an advance student's reading skills.

19.= A teacher should be with students before and after viewing TV or video.

20. Teachers need not be in their clastroomei while their students are-watching

a program:
0

'21. Sex

1. Male

2. Female
7-

23.. Description of community in which you teach (or work in some other area in

education)

1. Rural

2. Suburban

3. Urban

60'
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Combined Attitude and Background Questionnaire for Visual Learning . page 1'

24. Age in years as of last biethday

1. 21-30

2. 31-40

3. 41-50
4. 51-60

5. 61 or over

25. Score bn GRE Verbal (leave blank ,if you hatte not tak n it or do not

c remember score)

1. 400 or belbw
2. 401-450
3. 451-500

4. 501-550
5. 551 or aboye

26. Store on GRE Quantitative'(leave blank if you have nOt taken it or do not

remember score)

/

1. 400 or below
2, 401-450
3. 451 -500

4. '501-550

5. 551 or above

27. Position during 1976-1977 academic year

1.' Classroom teacher'
2:.44brarian
3. Media Specialist

4. School administrative position

5. Other

28. Choose the grade range that closely approximates the grades you work with

'1. Elementary - all grades

2. .1 -3

3. 4-6

4. 7-9

5.. 10-12

29. Work experience in teaching

1

1. 1 year or, less

2. 2-4 years

3. 5-8 years
4. 9-15 years

5. 16 years or more

30. Are you taking this course for-credit?

Yes_
2. No

61



Combined Attitude and Background Questionnaire for Visual Learning page 4

31._ If you have registered for credit.where would you like to obtain creel t?

(leave blank if not registered for credit)

1. University, of Kentucky f'.

2. Other College or University

32. What was your undergraduate grade-point average? (convert to four-pOint

scale where 04) 414

1. less than 2.50
2. 2.51-2.75
3.' 2.76-3.25
4.. 3.26-3:50
5. 3.51-4.00

. .

33. Whit was your graduate grade -point average? (convert for four-point

scale where A = 4)

is less than 3.00
3.01-3.25

3. 3.26-3.50
4. 3.51-3.75
5. 3.76-4.00

34: Last.degree complet4

.1. High School Diploma
2. Baccalaureate
3. Master's
4. Specialist
5. Doctorate

a

35. If you are currently enrolled in a c011ege program which of the follbwing best

describes yoOr purpose?

1. Baccalaureate degree

-2. Master's degree or Doctorate

3. Enrolled in courses to maintain teaching certificate

4. Other
5. Not enrolled

DMM/mt/3/29/77
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Appalachian Education Satellite Program

Resource Coordinating. Center

Evaluation Component

302 Bradley Hall, University of Kentucky

Lexington,-Kentucky 405060

ATTITUDE QUE:frONNAIRE roR VISUALLEARNING #34

This questionnaire is concerned with your attitudes towards television. Please answer

as truthfully as possible. Your answers do not affect your grade i-14 the course, but

help us to assess the effectiveness of the course and suggest improvements.

Be sure you have anOp-Scan form titled '.'General Purpose Answer Sheet." Write your

nark on the upper left hand corner on the back of the form. Fill out the Special

Codes and Student Number boxes as follows:

s
E

r

0

6.19 H DAT/.

I YR

1 2.2 c ( r , 7 8" 1 / / /7 t i lyys-
1M. CO: .1 I f N I NI

..,_ .._
_,

,.,),),i)iii (.2' ":) 0 ® e0D0j5t-
,:DC)00(27..(')C.900(DCOCD(o'D'i
(...)0(-)CDC)c.:,.)0(?)()(()(:)0(-..
CDOS0er..Da-)()Q,,OCP:Dc.
6)0 6.700(11 ivDC.D0fT',".)C.".Y.;:,
0 C.) O( C9 .; ':..) 0 (.,) 0 6.1® e 1. -) v:.1

,1)(z)eQ®,,),,(3,(:)(7,-,,..).6-.)(1) (..:1
(7.)6f.,0:4.!)(7)u)t...(;)®(...)(-0(

(-,.,);( wZ1(

.:"

" i ) 20 1 :)

CO 3C N 0
DO 4n

Oi)()(2,
[1.1tAll r)

II 0

in columns 1-6 fill in 340305

in columns 7-10 fill in your

four-digit student number

4,1

Use a soft-lead (p2) pencil to mark the answer sheet -- do not use a pen or

ball-point. If you change your mind 'or make a mistake9, be sure that you erase

completely. Do not make any -other marks on the answer sheet.

For each statement mark:

5 - If you strongly, agree with the statement
4 - If you moderately agree
3 - If you feeli'neutral

If you moderately disagree

1 -, If you strongly disagree'

The information Alined is potentially very helpful in conducting the course

and in evaluating its usefulness. Please answer all questfons on the form.

This information is kept confidential.



ers

Attitude Questionnaire for Visual Learning
Pdt.r.= 4

1. Cable television can generate a sense of community.

2. Vibeptapev can be used to promote self-awareness.

'3. Videocassette player's are difficult to use.',

t

4. Tele-vision can teach values.

b

0 .

5. Adults should watch certain TV shows with their children.

6. There-is nothing on
commercial TV that my students should'watch.

7. Students don't read well becaute they watch too much television.

,8. Television is forcing teachers to be more entertaining.

a

9., There are no programs broadcast 'during the school day
that could be used

classroom.

10. People ought to stop criticizing childrep's TV programs and commercials:

11. TV can be used in reaching 'students of all ages and backgrounds./

,

12. Curriculum. guides (teacher's guides) for ITV programs, are helpf, 1.

13. TV and video can help teachers to.individualize their classes,/

14. PeollIe can learn some things more effectively from a TV than from a-teacher.

.

15. After parents, TV has become perhaps the most potent influe ce on the belief

attitudes, values, and behavior of young people.

16. For some children, TV, may provide more sustenance thanth it home lives.

17. Students watch so much television.at hOme that they shou d not Watch it

duringschool hours. .

wa,

18. Distributing TV scripts in advance of programs to be broadcast for teat ing

reading can advance student's reading skills.

in my

19. A teacher should be with students before and after viewing TV or vide

20. Teachers need not be in their classrooms while their students are watch ,n

a program.

DMM/mt/3/29/77
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;Appalachian EdUCation Satellite Program
Resource Coordinating Center

302 Bradley Hall, University of entucky

'Lexington, Kentucky 40'

INSTRUCTIONAL ACTIVITIES RATING FORM FOR VISUAL LEARNING -#35

Om

This questionnaire is composed of four parts. Part I-rates the taped TV programs,

Part'Ir rates the TV seminars, Part III rates the ancillary activities, and Part IV

asks for an,overall rating of the amount of useful information you received from each

type of instructional medium. An additional blank piece of paper is provided for any

comments, criticism, or suggestions you may have for course revision. 4,

Parts I, II, and 4I of this questionnaire deWwith your reactions to today's instruc-

tional activities. Only fill out the parts that correspond to today's activities, e.g.

if you saw a TV seminar and did the ancillary activities, you would complete Parts II,

III, and-1-V.,

Please answer as truthfully as Possible. Your answers do not affect your grade in the

course but help us-to assess the effectiveness of the course and suggest improvement.

Mark your answers on the Op-Scan sheet provided. Turn your Op-Scan sheet so that the

special codes and student number boxes are on your lower left. Fill out the special

codes and ludent number boxes as indicated below:

I.23.4 SC 7 8 9 /oil /2 WV/S--
0411TH DATE S-FE6liti C(.,01S Nu; tut H

MO. i YR
I

i I

OP ® I I

0.00pOili®Gee®GO(..)0.00Ci,1
0;®®00000G:D0000000Q:x
0000C:)00®0000000001
OP 0 00000000000(."`../0.

;0®04000C.),'DODO(-000®(A0.000GOOGC,,CD000:)®00001
0

00,0'0(D .0-0G® 6X9(..DOW)1000(..q
00:0®00g06000000000
06)10e0, (:)),'.') .000.1)(7)0(,)_,s,

TES1 (3)0000(:)-2Z ))(;)(.;)®(.')(f)( 12.(;)(.:'
FORM - DO NO1 .rWIITE ' I :1 0.

A 0 1 0 IN THIS SP'
1 t.ON! 0

B.0 20 \O I- il III IN. I J;t 0
CO 30 ?O 0000 SRO

130 AC
I

GItAt) 0.,
4

in columns 1-4 fill in 3503

*in columns 5-6 fill in the class

session number

in columns 7-10 fi11 in your four-

digit student number

L

O

Use a soft-lead (#2) pencil to-mark the ansWer sheet -- do not use a pen or ball-point.

Be sure your mark fills the'entire block of the response you wish to make. Your mark

should A heavy, blank and stay within the lines so that the machine can read your -

replies. If you change your mind or make a mistake, be sure that you erase completely.

Do not make any,other marks on the answer sheet.

Turn the sheet so that the words "General Purpose Answer Sheet" are on your upper left.

Begin answering at the appropriate part for today's activities. Be careful that the item

number onNthe questionnaire corresponds to the number on the Op-Scan sheet that you are

marking.

If any of the questions are not applicable, please leave those items blank!

*The site coordinator will provide you with these numbers: uD
pr.
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Instructional ACtivities Rating Form.for Visual Learning page 2.

PART I: Visual Learning Vildeotapei

In questions 1-4, rate these components of the Visual Learning videotapes for their
value in helping understand the overall content of the program using the following
scale:

1 =

2 = very go d
3 = good ,

4 = fair,
5 = poor

1. The presenter's discussioh ofmaterial was:.

2. The interviews of experts or practitioners were:

Rate the aspects of the program listed in questions 3-5 for the amount of time you
feel should have been spent on these subjects using the following scale:

1 = much more time
2 = somewhat more time
3 = coverage was adequate
4 = somewhat less time
5 = much less time .

3. Discussion of the theoretical aspects of each topic

4. Discussion of procedures for using the materials

5. Examples of the actual application of the techniques in the classroom
. -,.

6. The program, might have been more effective if they had'covered:
(If.the program coverage was adequate, mark option five.)

1) less material but tn greater depth
2) less material
3) more material in less depth
4) more material relevant to the central

5) program coverage was adequate

ih.

issues of the topic

7. Which of the following might have made the 'presenter more acceptable?

(If the presenter was acceptable, mark optigfour.)

"4

1) if he spoke more clearly
2) if he appeared more knowledgibX about the subject area

3) if he spoke in a more naturalAanner
4) he-was quite acceptable

8. The program might have been easier to follow with:,

1) less backgrouh0 noise

2) mres careful organization of content

3) gi'elter amplification of main points

4) more summary statements

, 6
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. Instructional Activities Rating Form/for Visual Learning pyB 3

9. What effect do 'you think the information,,contafnei in the program will have on

your teaching?

1) has little or no relevance for me in my teaching situation

2) 'would like to use but probably won't be able/to

3) ,would like to use but don't understand enough,
4) plan,to use

5) already know or am using

pace the program should be:

tfch slower

somewhat slower
pace was satisfactory
somewhat faster
much faster

10. The

1)

2)

4)

5)

11. In general, the clar4.ty of the pictare on the TV set was:

1) excellent
2) very good

3) good
4) fair

.5) poor
.6

12. In general, the quality of the sound from the TV set was

1) excellent
2) very good
3) go

4) fai

5) poor
s

13. There were annoying distractions in the rodm while viewing 11(.:,

1) very often ,

2) often
.

'3) occasionally
4) rarely
5) never

0

14 What is your, overall evaluation.of the TV program:.
.-

1) excellent
2) very good
3) good

4)--f4ir
51 poor

°

15. Do you have specific comments or suggestions regarding the'TV,prograill?
4

1) yes

2) fli:)

If your answer is yes,. Write your comments on the blank paper 6 /

4

nrovidPd
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Instructional Activities Rating Form for Visual Learning page-4

a

PART II: Seminars .

C

16. Which one of the following would have made today's seminar more effective?

If the seminar participants were fine, mark option four)

1) the moderator answering the questions himself without guests

?) use more teachers as guests

3) use more pf.ofessors or other experts as gyests

4) the seminar participants were fine

17. Which one of the following seminar formats might help you think of

more meaningful questions to ask? e

1) have at the4beginning of the seminar'. a 10 minute summary of course

content covered since the last seminar

2), .show a 10 minute film with short segmeNts from previous programs

at the beginnino.of the seminar 0

3) show at the beginning of the seminar a skrefilm411ustratikag,
several new classroom demonstrations of material covered

4) have the opportunity use the whole seminar for questiom-aniwecing

and discussion rather spending part of the program for question

stimulation
5) other .(please specify by writing on the blank paper provided)

18: The answers to the questions could have been more valuable if there had

been:

1 less discussion of theoretical aspects of the question

2) more frequent use of specific classroom examples

more'direct answers to the questions

4) less repetition in the guests' answers

6) I was very sati<fied with the abswers-I-heard

19. The seminar moderator could have been more effective if he had:

1) kept the guests on,the topicbetter

2) provided summary statements occasionally

3) allowed each guest equal time to respond to questions

4) 'kept the seminar moving at a faster pace-,91) more questions could be answered

5) the seminar moderator was fine

20. If there was not'time to answer Your questions on the seminar-do you feel that
the answer, you will receive' via teletype or VHF will be useful?

1) yes,

a). no

'21. Do you feel that answering questions via teletype or VHF is a service that

needs to be continued?

1) yes

2) no

"44 68



Instructipnai Activities Rating Form for Visual Learning page 5

'22. What,is your overall evaluation of today's seminar?-

1) excellent
2) very good

3) .good

41-7111T ,

5) 'poor

13. Do you have spetific comments or:suggestirns

1) yes

2) no

about the seminar?

If your answer was yes, write your commentson the blank paper
provided.

PART III: Ancillary Activities

24. How often did you use materials from the reference shelf during class time?

1) very often
2) often

'3) occasionally
4) rarely
5) never

25. How,much time did you usually spend working on the ancillary activities.

during class?

1) 30 minutes or less
2) 45,minutes
3) 60 minutes
4). 90 minutes

') 5) two hours or more
.

. , . .. .

26. The ancillary activities should.have covered: -

1) much morematerial
2) somewhat more material

3) material covered was adequate

4) somewhat less material

5) much less' material

?

Rate questions 27-34 according to the following scale:

1) strongly agree

2) moderately agree

3) no opinion or neutral

4) moderately disagree

5) strongly diasgree

6.9

OM.
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Instructional Activities Rating,Form forVi.sual tearninn '. page 6

. 27. Instructions for the ancillary activities were clear.
a

28. AnWlary activities were relevant to tile TV program.

29. Time allowed fOr completion of ancillary activities was adequate.

30. Ancillary activities wei'e practical And applicable to the classroom.

-oo much reading material was assigned for class preparation.

32. 7'rgnaratory readings should .have been more relevant to the ancillary activities.

33. The materials on the reference shelf were not relevant to the ancillary
'activities.

34. The assigned homework was quite useful.

35. '.-!hat is your overall evaluation of today's ancillary activities?

1) excellent
2) very good -'

3) good
4) fair
5)Ji poor

36. Mid you feel/there were any activities that were especially innovativa
or creative/in today's session?

1). Yes
2) no

If Yes,please identify those activities on the blank paper provided.

37: Do you have specific comments or suggestions about the-class session?

1) yes
2) no

If your answer was yes, write your comments on the blank paper provided.
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Instructional Activities Rating Form for Visual Learning page 7

Part IV:* Feedback Questionnaire

4 Rate the followingseveninstructional activities according to the quantity O1

useful information you received from each as compared with a traditional

instructor-taught course.

I = outstanding -

2 = good
,3'= average

4 = poor -

5 = unacceptable -

received a lot more from the. activity than you
usually obtain from similar activities in a teacher

preparation course \

received a little more from the activity
received about the'same amount from the activity

received somewhat less
received a lot less` information from the activity'

38. Pre - program preparation compared to work usually assigned

_in other classes prior to covering material in class:

39. 'Televised, Interactive-Seminars conpared 'to other : seminars

and class discussiors.

40.' Ancillary activities compared to class activities associated with

other' courses.

41. The videotaped TV programs compared to lectures usually associated

with other courses.

42. Follow-up activities and homewArk assignments compared to similar

activities in other courses.

I

43. On-site.reference materials compared to materials placed on reserve by

other instructors.

44, The site monitor as an effective course leader.

. 4

'45. Do you have any specific comments or suggestions concerning these

comparison?

1) yes
2). no

If your answer was yes, write your comments on the blank paper provided.
.

DM/at/3/39/W
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Appalachian Education Satellite programs
,,e. Resource Coordinating Center 1 ,

Evaluation Component
302 Bradley Hall, University of Kentucky

Lexington, Kentucky 40506

EQUIPMENT REPORT AND STUDENT SATISFACTION FORM (ERSS) #09.

Program # Site # Date

Local Time: starting ending

If you have had any equipment problems during this program, please describe the

problem as specifically as possible and'note any action taken. .

If the problem involves any of the following pieces of equipment please complete

the Equipment Trouble Log: television set, video tape recorder, teletype, DAA

interface, telephone line, or cable system.

Did the.above-mentioned problem result in an impairment of service during the

program? Yes No . If yes, please explain:

The following items refer.to the above program number (complete all.that apply)

HP Receiver, signal strength Azimuth reading

Elevation reading . -

Please circle the appropriate response using the criteria outlined in the Site

Coordinator's Manual! Remember toise the correct sequence in colums '4,-4

one and two as described in the manual.
.,,ky

.

. Audio Signal 4-Channel Abaio549nol , Video Signal

TV Audio Channel 1 Channel 2 Channel 3 Channel 4

1 1 1 1 1' 1 1 1

2 2 2 2 2 2- 2 2

3' 3 3 3 3 3 3 3J

go go go go
go_ no go no,go no go no go no go

,

1' 1

2. 2-

3 3

-ATS-6 System

operitive

inoperative
a

ti

72
ce-

TV Video

1 ,

2 2

3 3

4 4

5 5.

go.

no go'
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ERSS - page 2

Audio Signal Tenillet;ature

VHF

1

2' 2

3 3

go

no go

Weather Clouds Wirid Snow Ice .

Little/none

'Moderate

Heavy

Miscellaneous Problems (Check all that apply)

There was a 'delay in program broadcast

- 'Low attendance: State probable reason

Cancellation or postponement of class. State probable reason

Missing ancillary materials

Missing evaluation materials

Student Satisfaction:

Taped Program . Live Seminar Ancillary Activities

excellent excellent excellent
.

very good very good u.yery good

good / good good

fair fair fair

poor , poor .poor

For Seminar Days only

1. 'How many questions were sent in from your site?

(

2. Did fly,o41 transmit questions.individually as they were generated or in

groups'lly (Check appropriate. category) If'questions were grouped, what
was the,Uual number of questions in a group?
0

'Cs

For Ancillary Sites:

3. How maff.i times were you interrupted, by a'busy signal when attempting to
transmit.:,questions to the main site?

4. How long di'd it takeo transmit the questions to the main site?

.In the space blow and on the back write the reactiorj and suggestions made by .

the.studelts about todays activities. Include any suggestions, special problems,

or requests that you might have. Also, Write student numbers of absent students

4'

40MM/mt/11/15/76 7 3



For the Week ofs

Sites

Appalachian Education Satellite Programs
Resource Coordinating Center

Evaluation Component
302 Bradley Hall, University of Kentucky

Lexington, Kentucky 40506

EQUIPMENT TROUBLE LOG (ETL) #10

Person Filling in Logs

Instructions: Fill in this form as breakdowns occur and repairs are mark. Send the form to the RCC Evaluation Component
et the end of each week, If there are no breakdowns during a week, write NONE across the form. Record all breakdowns and fill
in all columns when work has been completed, Carry incomplete repairs.over to the top of the log of the following week.

BREAKDOWN
A

,
REQUESTSTREPAIR RE

',P SERVICE CALL REPAIR .

Date and Time of
Breakdown and Name
of Malfunctioning
Equipment

Date and Time Repair Request
Made andName and Company of
Person 'trouble Reported4to
_

Date and Time of Initial Service
Call and "Description of Trouble

,
,

Date and Time Repair Completed and
Comments on the Effectiveness of the

:Equipment and Repair Procedures

.

.

.

,

.

.

....-

,

.

'
.

,

,

.

.

.
.

.

.
i

.0'
.

.

.
.

, .

.

.

,

i 1

'
,.

--;
. .

4

.
. .
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"The-TOrk upon which this publication is based-was performed parluant to-
Conteact #76-100C0-3009A406-C2-0E-0226 with the Appalachian Regiotial Commission
under a prime contract.betWeen the ARC ancrthe Technical Applications Division
of Vie National Institute of Education, Depirtment of Health, Education and
WelfWre.", "Views expressed in this publicationoIrthe views of the/Contractor
and not thdse of HEW:"
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